literature, in particular by scholars in the fields of European studies, environmental policy and energy policy (e.g. Mez, 2007; Jacobs, 2012; Boasson and Wettestad, 2013) , we still lack a thorough understanding of the interplay of policymaking at the European level and in the member states (or even the countries in the EU's neighbourhood).
Against this backdrop, the objective of this book is to present a detailed and updated picture of what the EU renewable energy policy is, how it evolved, and how it interacts with the domestic policies of its member states. The book compares the development of RES policies in ten EU member states (Bulgaria, Denmark, France, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, Poland, Romania, Spain, and the United Kingdom) as well as in selected non-EU countries, and explores how they interact with RES policymaking at the EU level. We apply a common analytical framework that draws on the Europeanization literature as well as on concepts and findings from the literature on policy diffusion, thereby following the 'European' route to the study of national politics and policies (Vink and Graziano, 2007, p. 4) . Focusing on the whole EU policy cycle, the chapters in this book aim to understand how member states have shaped the EU's renewable energy policy, how EU policies have affected policymaking at the national level, how policies and instruments adopted at the national level have diffused between member states, and how and why the positions of the member states towards an EU-wide harmonization of renewable energy policies have changed over time. This picture is completed by an analysis of the external dimension of the EU renewable energy policy, for both RES-E and biofuels. In sum, this book aims to provide a comprehensive and multifaceted understanding of the EU renewable energy policy as one of the longest and most ambitious attempts worldwide to facilitate the transition towards a more sustainable energy system.
RENEWABLE ENERGY AND THE EUROPEANIZATION OF ENERGY POLICY
In order to study renewable energy policy in the EU and to untangle the complex policy process that surrounds it, we draw on the Europeanization framework as our principal analytical tool. Adopting a Europeanization perspective allows us to put emphasis not only on the domestic drivers of national policy change, but also on the (sometimes neglected) role of the EU in RES promotion. It also directs our analytical focus to the 'interactive process' of EU policy-making (Radaelli, 2004) , characterized by an interdependent mix of uploading, downloading and cross-loading of policies and programmes between the European and the national levels and across EU member states (Bulmer and Radaelli, 2004; Bache and Jordan, 2006) . In order to adequately account for the multiplicity of factors that drive policy change in the European multilevel polity, we distinguish between three types of Europeanizationbottom-up, top-down and horizontal -all of which prove to be relevant in some countries or at some point in time. Thus, by adding a horizontal dimension, our analytical framework goes beyond concepts of Europeanization as a 'two-way process' where 'member state governments both shape European policy outcomes [bottom-up] and adapt to them [top-down] ' (Börzel, 2002, pp. 193-194) . Horizontal Europeanizationthat is, the direct diffusion or transfer of policies from one EU member state to another in the shadow of potential EU-wide harmonization -has received only marginal attention in the Europeanization literature (see, e.g., Bomberg and Peterson, 2000; Liefferink and Jordan, 2004) . However, in the energy policy domain, where the EU has only limited competences, we argue that it might play an important role.
The following section presents in more detail the three forms of Europeanization and their relationship to the EU renewable energy policy, and integrates them into the analytical framework that will guide the empirical chapters of the book. Table 1 .1 gives an overview of the different types of Europeanization and their underlying causal mechanisms, as well as their potential outcomes.
Bottom-Up Europeanization
Arguably, 'bottom-up' Europeanization is the point where the European policy cycle starts. It describes how policies or institutions are initially formed at the European level (Vink and Graziano, 2007, p. 9) ; how European norms, rules and practices evolve over time (Börzel, 2002, p. 193) . Bottom-up Europeanization focuses on the influence of member states in the formulation of policies at the EU level (Radaelli, 2004) . Member state governments are the single most important group of actors in the process of EU policymaking, either directly in the Council of Ministers or indirectly by setting the terms under which power is delegated to the supranational bodies of the EU. Thus, ultimately, it is the member states who decide whether to adopt new EU legislation or not. Accordingly, Bulmer and Radaelli (2004) refer to this kind of Europeanization as 'governance by negotiation', where the member state executives hold a key position in the decision-making process (Börzel, 2002, p. 195) . Lehmkuhl (1999, 2002) , Börzel (2002) and Busch and Jörgens (2012a) .
In processes of bottom-up Europeanization -or, as Börzel (2002) terms it, the 'uploading' of domestic policies and institutions to the EU levelindividual member states may become disproportionately influential in the formulation and adoption of EU policies. The mechanism of bottom-up Europeanization has been thoroughly explored in the literature on the role, influence and strategies of environmental forerunner states (Andersen and Liefferink, 1997; Liefferink and Andersen, 1998) . In general terms, this literature on leaders (as well as laggards) assumes a rational behaviour on the part of the member states. For example, Börzel (2002) argues that member states' 'responses to Europeanization are shaped, firstly, by their policy preferences and, secondly, by their action capacities' (Börzel, 2002, p. 196) . Specific focus has been placed on member states that take on the role of forerunners or pioneers. A forerunner can be defined 'as a member state which is "ahead" of EU environmental policy in the sense of having developed more advanced policies' (Liefferink and Andersen, 1998, p. 256 ). Liefferink and Andersen consider that one of the main drivers for EU member states to become pioneers in environmental policymaking and subsequently try to upload their ambitious policies to the European level is to avoid competitive disadvantages for their industry (Liefferink and Andersen, 1998, p. 254 ).
An important attempt to identify the strategies used by environmental pioneers to shape policies at the EU level was made by Liefferink and Andersen (1998, p. 256) , who distinguished the roles of pusher by example, defensive forerunner, constructive pusher and opt-outer. Building on this work, Börzel (2002) identified three typical ways in which member states responded to Europeanization. The first strategy, 'pacesetting', is about pushing those policies at the European level that reflect a member state's policy preferences in order to minimize the subsequent implementation costs. For some time, this strategy was used mainly by the classic 'green' member states (Germany, Denmark, the Netherlands, Sweden, Finland and Austria) (Liefferink and Andersen, 1998) . The second strategy, 'foot-dragging', consists of blocking or delaying costly policies in an effort to prevent them altogether, or at least to achieve some compensation for the expected implementation costs. Blocking the adoption of stricter EU (environmental) law is often considered to be a 'southern problem' (Börzel, 2000) . Finally, with less pronounced policy preferences, member states are likely to take a neutral stance in the European policy process. This third strategy is known as 'fence-sitting' and includes building tactical coalitions with both pace-setters and foot-draggers (Börzel, 2002) . All in all, as Tosun et al. (2015) argue, the bottom-up perspective of Europeanization research provides a good explanation for how the EU policymakers' agendas are shaped, namely by (influential) member states and their respective preferences.
Top-Down Europeanization
While bottom-up Europeanization relates to the ways in which EU member states shape European policies, institutions and laws, top-down Europeanization relates to the implementation or the impact of these EU policies at the domestic level of the member states. Given that the adoption and implementation (or non-implementation) of EU directives is easily observable, top-down Europeanization occupies a central place in most of the Europeanization literature. This kind of Europeanization occurs where 'the supranational institutions have a considerable amount of power delegated to them' (Bulmer and Radaelli, 2004, p. 5) , and it provides a useful analytical tool to study how Europe and the EU matter (Börzel and Risse, 2000) . But, as Caporaso argues, the 'route from Brussels to member states is not a straight line' (Caporaso, 2007, p. 30) as 'the domestic outcomes feed back into the process of Europeanization' (Caporaso, 2007, p. 27) . Therefore, in order to understand the domestic change produced by top-down Europeanization, it is necessary to understand how it interacts with a variety of domestic factors. Knill and Lehmkuhl's (1999) typology of Europeanization mechanisms is a useful guide for understanding the variety of impulses generated by the EU from above. According to the authors, EU policies and programmes create adaptational pressures that span from: (1) the prescription of concrete institutional and governance models; to (2) altering opportunity structures at the domestic level; and (3) promoting changes in the beliefs and expectations of the domestic actors in order to gain support for the reforms promoted by the EU Lehmkuhl, 1999, 2002) . In this sense, it might be considered that very often a European directive includes more than one of these Europeanization mechanisms.
Most of the top-down Europeanization literature has emphasized the role of the prescription of concrete regulatory or institutional models. Here, the degree of fit or misfit between policies or institutions at the European level and those at the level of individual member states creates adaptational pressures which in turn affect the degree of domestic policy change (Risse et al., 2001, p. 7) . Börzel and Risse (2000, p. 5) argue that 'adaptational pressures are generated by the fact that the emerging European polity encompasses structures of authoritative decision-making which might clash with national structures of policy-making'. In this case, whether change at the national level will occur depends on the existence of a prior misfit as the explanatory factor for policy change.
However, empirical evidence suggests that European policies may lead to domestic policy change even in cases of 'complete congruence between European and domestic policy and institutional arrangements' (Knill and Lehmkuhl, 2002, pp. 256-257) . Bulmer and Radaelli (2004, p. 9 ) contend that the misfit or 'goodness of fit' argument 'is valid only under certain conditions', namely, when there is a presence of EU policy templates or models. In fact, the EU renewable energy policy is a case where the misfit is practically non-existent because of a lack of a harmonized support scheme model (see Chapter 2 by Solorio and Bocquillon). Therefore, the challenge in this context is to investigate whether and how Europeanization can be possible even without the misfit element.
The second mechanism identified by Knill and Lehmkuhl, altering domestic opportunity structures, refers primarily to a change in the distribution of power and resources between actor coalitions caused by European policymaking (Knill and Lehmkuhl, 2002, p. 268) . Europeanization challenges existing 'institutional equilibria' by strengthening a coalition of domestic actors that supports the reforms intended by the EU (Knill and Lehmkuhl, 1999, p. 2) . This mechanism of Europeanization can be deployed either by market-making or by marketcorrecting policies (Bulmer and Radaelli, 2004, p. 6) . In the first case, it is more about policies allowing the entrance of RES into national markets (for example, by removing physical barriers for RES-E such as the connection to the grid). In the second, it is more about improving the competitiveness of RES in the energy markets (for example, by means of financing research and development programmes for RES). The promotion of RES could be considered to be market-correcting as RES are perceived as a means of correcting the negative environmental externalities produced by the EU's energy sector (Knudsen, 2012) . Owing to the unfinished liberalization process of the Internal Energy Market (IEM), dominant economic actors within the sector, such as electricity utilities, are also expected to play a key role for the success or failure of policy change regarding RES promotion in the EU (Boasson and Wettestad, 2013, p. 79) . Therefore, while the EU renewable energy policy may play an important role in redistributing the power and resources between actor coalitions, the case studies will also analyse the impact of the liberalization of energy markets in the EU on the composition and relative power of the opposing actor coalitions in RES policymaking.
The third mechanism, EU-triggered changes in the beliefs of domestic actors, is the least hierarchical but the most fundamental Europeanization mechanism. This mechanism is about consensus-building, but this time by means of an EU-induced change in the 'cognitive input' of the domestic actors (Knill and Lehmkuhl, 2002, p. 262) . It might be complementary to the mechanism of altering opportunity structures at the domestic level, since both are oriented towards building support for domestic reforms. By changing the beliefs and expectations of the domestic actors, Europeanization may, for example, overcome persistent institutional veto points at the national level.
For the national case studies, it is crucial to look at the responses of three key actors to developments at the European level: RES producers, environmental non-governmental organizations (ENGOs) and traditional (and often still dominant) corporations and organizations in the sector such as the big electricity utilities. Given the 'packaging' of the EU renewable energy policy as a 'green' policy (Tosun and Solorio, 2011; Morata and Solorio, 2012) , it would be expected that for both cases, RES-E and biofuels, the coalition supporting EU reforms should comprise RES producers and ENGOs (Solorio and Popartan, 2014) . Such a coalition would be expected to act as a 'change agent', attempting to persuade other domestic actors to become more supportive of the promotion of RES (Börzel and Risse, 2000, p. 9) . Conversely, we would expect traditional dominant actors of the sector such as the big electricity utilities to act as veto players against the changes promoted by or through Brussels.
Ideally, Europeanization would lead to the acceptance of the policy in question, leading to a series of policy changes that, in this case, would facilitate a major penetration of RES into the national electricity and transport sectors. In other words, successful Europeanization should lead to some degree of domestic change towards policy models propagated at the EU level (Börzel and Risse, 2000, p. 10) . However, there may be cases where Europeanization does not lead to any changes at all, or can even have the paradoxical effect of national policies becoming less European than before (Radaelli, 2000) . The first reaction is known as inertia, while the latter is defined as retrenchment, occurring when there is a widely shared negative perception of EU policies (Börzel and Risse, 2000) . In this scenario, Europeanization may trigger domestic opposition to the policy in question. Consequently, one of the core concerns of this book and of the individual case studies is to assess whether or not Europeanization has actually led to the desired policy changes at the domestic level.
Horizontal Europeanization
Horizontal Europeanization refers to the direct diffusion or transfer of policies from one EU member state to another, within and affected by the institutional, political and discursive context of the EU. While bottom-up and top-down Europeanization have been studied for many years, concepts of horizontal Europeanization constitute a more recent strand in the EU literature. Its starting point was an increased scholarly interest in policy areas where the legislative competencies of the EU are limited or where intergovernmental agreement in the Council of Ministers has been difficult or even impossible to achieve. This focus has brought alternative or less direct forms of Europeanization to the front. The EU's Open Method of Coordination (OMC) is the most prominent of these mechanisms of horizontal rather than top-down Europeanization (see, for example, Büchs, 2007; Lodge, 2007; Nedergaard, 2007; Zohlnhöfer and Ostheim, 2007) . Although horizontal Europeanization works in the absence of binding supranational law, or in issue areas where the adaptational pressures emanating from the EU are rather limited, it nevertheless may lead to policy change or even to a convergence of domestic policies towards the goals of the EU (Bulmer and Radaelli, 2004) . In contrast to the vertical mechanisms of top-down Europeanization, it is based on a decentralized, voluntary and informationbased process of horizontal cross-fertilization of ideas and policies between EU member states. It typically results in a process of voluntary convergence towards common policy goals which may be loosely coordinated by European institutions, as in the case of the OMC, but which may just as well emerge from uncoordinated processes of bilateral imitation and learning between member states.
Being relatively new to the Europeanization literature, the concept of horizontal Europeanization builds on a body of empirical research from comparative politics and international relations which shows that growing economic and political interdependence leads national governments to increasingly orient their domestic policy choices towards the previous choices of other governments. These processes, often labelled as processes of 'policy diffusion', 'horizontal policy learning' or 'policy transfer', have received growing attention in recent years (Jörgens et al., 2014; Jörgens, 2012a, 2012b; Holzinger et al., 2008; Simmons et al., 2008; Bulmer and Padgett, 2005; Simmons and Elkins, 2004) . One of the core findings of this literature is that 'the mutual adjustment of autonomous states to each other's policy decisions' (Busch and Jörgens, 2012a, p. 221) often has effects that are very similar to those of binding international agreements or supranational policymaking through EU directives.
Although a policy diffusion perspective has not yet been systematically incorporated into the study of Europeanization processes, there are some preliminary conceptualizations that our analytical framework can draw upon. In a research note published in 2000, Fritz W. Scharpf argued that 'mutual adjustment' between national governments constitutes the 'default mode of Europeanized policy responses to increasing economic interdependence'. 'Here, national governments continue to adopt their own policies nationally, but they do so in response to, or anticipation of, the policy choices of other governments' (Scharpf, 2000, p. 11) . Busch and Jörgens (2012b) have substantiated this claim empirically in their study on the diffusion of RES-E policies among EU member states. They find that 'decentralized and voluntary mechanisms of policy coordination can have effects that are very similar to those of centralized policymaking', and argue that processes of top-down Europeanization are often accompanied by less visible processes of bilateral imitation or learning which can best be conceptualized as 'horizontal Europeanization'. In fact, empirical studies show that these processes of decentralized and non-coercive policy diffusion are strongest in 'highly institutionalized contexts like the EU' (Busch and Jörgens, 2012b, p. 81 ; see also Bulmer and Padgett, 2005) . They may occur in the absence of top-down Europeanization, but they may just as well supplement instances of supranational law-making. In the latter case, horizontal Europeanization may manifest itself in a convergence of domestic policies and instruments beyond the concrete goals and measures contained in supranational law.
What are the causal mechanisms underlying processes of policy diffusion? While scholars have identified a large number of potential mechanisms, these can be grouped into three generic categories: (1) (boundedly) rational learning; (2) norm-based imitation; and (3) economic or political competition (Busch and Jörgens, 2012a, pp. 234-235 ; for a similar categorization see Gilardi, 2012) .
Learning occurs when national policymakers search outside national boundaries for effective solutions to domestic problems. The previous policy choices of states which had been confronted with comparable problems may offer valuable clues for their own decisions (Rose, 1991) . Especially in complex decision situations, time-pressed policymakers are more likely to adopt policies already carried out somewhere else than to invent completely new programmes (Karch, 2008) . Processes of policy learning can be more or less rational. While learning is always based on the belief that the potential benefits of a policy will outweigh its costs - Mossberger and Wolman (2003) refer to this as a form of 'prospective policy evaluation' -the information on which the expected costs and benefits of a policy are calculated is often insufficient or biased. Consequently, policy learning usually is at best 'boundedly' rational (Simmons and Elkins, 2003, p. 282; Weyland, 2007) . Learning can be expected to occur mostly with regard to specific policy instruments, for example with regard to the type of instrument used to promote RES. By observing the effectiveness (but also the negative and/or unintended consequences) of an existing support scheme, policymakers can draw conclusions about the probable performance of this instrument in their own country. This mechanism of learning through prospective policy evaluation constitutes one of the main drivers of horizontal Europeanization.
The second category of mechanisms, norm-based imitation, comprises the different ways in which policy innovations are adopted in order for a country to gain national and international legitimacy. Policy innovations which are highly visible and which represent widely recognized values are particularly suited for symbolic imitation (Braun and Gilardi, 2006) . In the area of environmental policy, this mechanism has played a central role, for instance, in the worldwide diffusion of ministries of the environment, but also in the spread of sustainable development strategies and the introduction of constitutional clauses on environmental protection (Busch and Jörgens, 2005 ; on the diffusion of sustainable development strategies, see also Jörgens, 2004) . Norm-based imitation also comprises processes of socialization where certain internationally shared norms of appropriate behaviour serve as role models for domestic policymaking (Finnemore and Sikkink, 1998) . This process can be expected to occur mainly with regard to the fundamental decision of whether RES should be promoted at all, but also with regard to the level of national RES targets. Norm diffusion can be strengthened when international organizations or transnational actor networks act as norm entrepreneurs by actively trying to persuade governments to adopt certain policies (Keck and Sikkink, 1998) .
The third group comprises several mechanisms based on competition. In the case of economic competition, states adopt policies that are already in place elsewhere, with the strategic aim to preserve or improve their international competitiveness. Mostly this competition is conceived as a race to the bottom, where states alternately lower national standards until a common minimum is reached (Holzinger and Knill, 2005) . The most recent national debates about 'excessive' RES promotion being a threat to domestic competitiveness could -in the absence of EU-wide harmonization, that is, top-down Europeanization -eventually lead to a race to the bottom in the form of a cross-national dismantling of RES quotas or Feed-In Tariffs (FITs). A second mechanism in this group is political competition. Here states struggle to become pioneers or early adopters of a policy innovation so that they can influence international policy developments in accordance with their domestic regulatory traditions and institutional structures, thereby minimizing future political and economic adjustment costs (Héritier et al., 1996) . Often, political regulatory competition triggers action by the EU, leading to legal harmonization based on the policies in place in one or several pioneering member states (bottom-up Europeanization). Thus, the boundaries between the mechanisms of horizontal political competition and bottom-up Europeanization are not always sharp, and their empirical identification depends largely on the outcome; that is, on whether the cross-national leader-follower-laggard dynamics lead to the adoption of policies at the EU-level or not.
In the environmental policy field such processes of diffusion by political competition are found above all in issue areas relevant to the Single European Market (for example, packaging waste laws; see Gehring, 1997; Haverland, 2000) . While political competition can be expected to play a role in the early decisions of EU member states to adopt RES policies in the first place, economic competition should occur primarily in times of economic crisis, especially when some forerunners have unilaterally introduced ambitious domestic policies, but attempts of an EU-wide harmonization of these policies have failed.
From the different ways in which horizontal Europeanization may occur in EU renewable energy policy, one seems particularly probable. We expect horizontal Europeanization in the EU renewable energy policy to occur primarily with regard to the design of support schemes. Since the negotiations of the first RES-E directive, the Commission has been pursuing the goal of having a European support scheme for RES-E in line with market-based mechanisms (see Chapter 2 by Solorio and Bocquillon) . But (as shown in more detail in Chapter 2) this has been a history of failures for the Commission. The attempt at having a European support scheme was frustrated both during the negotiations of 2001 and again during the discussions of the renewable energy directive (RED) in 2009. In order to compensate for the lack of a European support scheme, the Commission set up a model close to the OMC. As a result, EU renewable energy policy facilitates the conditions for a horizontal Europeanization (Kahles and Müller, 2013) . This function has been reinforced with the elaboration of national renewable energy action plans, intended to trigger an information-based process of cross-fertilization of ideas and policies between EU member states. Against this backdrop, Busch and Jörgens (2012b) as well as Jacobs (2012) explain the rapid spread of national FITs among EU member states despite the EU's inability to agree on a specific support scheme as a typical case of horizontal Europeanization. While the biofuels case has not experienced a similar debate on the harmonization of support schemes, it certainly also presents opportunities for analysing the diffusion of support schemes as a process of horizontal Europeanization. An example would be the diffusion of tax exemptions as a mechanism for biofuels promotion among EU member states (Wiesenthal et al., 2009, p. 794) . Nevertheless, horizontal Europeanization can also be expected to occur with regard to RES targets (norm-based imitation) and, more recently, with regard to the lowering or dismantling of FITs or RES quotas.
OUTLINE OF THE BOOK
This book brings together experts from several European countries in an attempt to provide detailed and differentiated insights on the EU renewable energy policy, how it evolved, and its interaction with the domestic policies of its member states (and even beyond the EU). Although all contributors have been invited to adopt the overall analytical framework presented in the previous section, they have also been encouraged to reinforce it with the most suitable theoretical and analytical tools for their respective chapters.
In Chapter 2, Israel Solorio and Pierre Bocquillon trace the chronological evolution of the European structures of governance for RES promotion, including both the RES-E and the RES for transport (RES-T) sectors. By focusing on the historical evolution of the EU renewable energy policy, the authors capture the tensions between the attempts at centralizing renewable energy governance at the EU level (that is, Europeanization), and the preferences of several member states pushing for the renationalization of this policy.
In Chapter 3, Thomas Vogelpohl, Dörte Ohlhorst, Mischa Bechberger and Bernd Hirschl open the series of national case studies by examining the case of Germany as a pioneer in RES promotion. They expound the way in which Germany's interaction with the EU and other member states shows traits of all three types of Europeanization (top-down, bottom-up and horizontal). Importantly, the authors of this case study analyse how the German pioneer role -including its 'Energiewende' -has not always been welcomed in Europe and has sometimes led to conflict and disputes at the European level.
Chapter 4 tests the long-standing perception of the Netherlands as a 'green' member state. By assessing the Dutch behaviour in the context of the EU renewable energy policy and the influence of Europeanization processes -and contrary to what might have been expected from this environmental forerunner -Thomas Hoppe and Ellen van Bueren show that the Netherlands has adopted a laggard role when it comes to RES promotion. Continuing with the cases of 'green' member states, in Chapter 5 Helene Dyrhauge explains Denmark's role as an environmental forerunner by tracking the development of the national energy policy and its influence on EU renewable energy policy (that is, bottom-up Europeanization).
Chapter 6 deals with a very special national case: the United Kingdom (UK). In this chapter, Israel Solorio and Jenny Fairbrass provide an in-depth analysis of the British policy-shaping capacity at the EU level. The authors demonstrate that, in spite of the Brexit debates, the UK has been a key actor in the construction of EU renewable energy policy by means of both bottom-up and horizontal Europeanization, while the national energy policy has been only marginally transformed by European integration.
Chapter 7 tackles the Italian case and its relationship with the EU renewable energy policy. With it, Maria Rosaria Di Nucci and Daniele Russolillo open the series of national case studies dealing with Southern European countries. The authors argue that Italy has neither been influential at the EU level, nor has it complied effectively and in a timely manner with EU policies and institutional pressures. In Chapter 8, Israel Solorio and Rosa Fernandez argue that, beyond the economic cycle, the explanation of the early expansion as well as the recent retrenchment of the Spanish renewable energy policy importantly lies in the interaction between European factors and the domestic scenario. To complement the perspective on the Southern European countries' role, Chapter 9 by Pierre Bocquillon and Aurélien Evrard focuses on the French case. The authors illustrate the limited influence of the European factors in the development of French renewable energy policy and the ambiguous attitude of France at the European level.
The case of Poland is addressed in Chapter 10 by Karolina Jankowska and Andrzej Ancygier, opening the set of case studies dedicated to Eastern European countries. Given that the Polish government has resisted any progress in the European renewable energy policy that could potentially require or cause far-reaching changes to the national status quo (bottom-up Europeanization), this case study is also key for understanding the evolution of the EU renewable energy policy. In Chapter 11, Simona Davidescu shows that the need to adopt the EU acquis provided Romania with both an impetus and a straitjacket for reform in the RES sector, resulting in uneven development across the RES-E and biofuels sectors and a variety of structural, procedural and practical barriers to policy implementation. Chapter 12 by Ralitsa Hiteva and Tomas Maltby presents the case study of Bulgaria, a country where the implementation of EU renewable energy policy (that is top-down Europeanization) has been affected by lack of administrative capacity to govern a transition towards a larger share of RES.
In Chapter 13, Gonzalo Escribano tackles Europeanization from a different perspective. He develops the concept of outward Europeanization for referring to the EU efforts to promote RES-E related norms in the neighbourhood and tests it against the development of the Mediterranean Solar Plan in Morocco. Complementing this focus on the external dimension of the EU renewable energy policy, Lorenzo Di Lucia examines in Chapter 14 the external dimension of the EU biofuels policy and its impact in Mozambique. In the closing chapter, Helge Jörgens, Eva Öller and Israel Solorio outline the key findings of the case studies and analyse them in light of the three-sided Europeanization analytical framework presented above. NOTE 1. In the field of biofuels, it is important to distinguish between first-generation biofuels, which are produced from food crops such as starch, sugar, animal fats and vegetable oil, and second-generation biofuels, which can be manufactured from various types of biomass including, for example, organic waste.
